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very first conditions of national existence, numbers and com-
pactness of territory? Thus, the Panslavistic rising, which every-
where in the German and Hungarian Slavonic territories was
the cloak for the restoration to independence of all these
numberless petty nations, everywhere clashed with the European
revolutionary movements, and the Slavonians, although pretend-
ing to fight for liberty, were invariably (the Democratic portion of
the Poles excepted) found on the side of despotism and reaction.
Thus it was in Germany, thus in Hungary, thus even here
and there in Turkey. Traitors to the popular cause, sup-
porters and chief props to the Austrian Government's cabal,
they placed themselves in the position of outlaws in the eyes of
all revolutionary nations. And although nowhere the mass of the
people had a part in the petty squabbles about nationality raised
by the Panslavistic leaders, for the very reason that they were
too ignorant, yet it will never be forgotten that in Prague, in a
half-German town, crowds of Slavonian fanatics cheered and
repeated the cry: "Rather the Russian knout than German Lib-
erty!" After their first evaporated effort in 1848, and after the
lesson the Austrian Government gave them, it is not likely
that another attempt at a later opportunity will be made.
But if they should try again under similar pretexts to
ally themselves to the counter-revolutionary force, the duty
of Germany is clear. No country in a state of revolution and
involved in external war can tolerate a Vendee in its very
heart.*
If Marx had had any power of self-criticism, the fact that he
could write this passage should have shown him that even
Marxists are not exempt from nationalist bias.
Marx sometimes took the view that nationalism is unavoidable
under capitalism, and can only be superseded by the rule of the
proletariat. Thus he wrote in 1846:
'The phantasms of a European Republic, of perpetual peace
under political organization, have become just as laughable as
the phrases concerning the union of the peoples under the aegis
of free trade. . . . The bourgeoisie has in every country its
special interests, and, as for it there is nothing superior to
interests, it can never rise above nationality. . . . But the pro-
letarians have in all countries one and the same interest, one and
the same enemy, one and the same fight in prospect; the pro-
letarians, as regards the great mass, are by nature without
national prejudices, and their whole culture and movement is

